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The . status of pluralist*c larguagés in the United

States mav be traced back to attituges and policies developed in

medieval Prngland, where Norman. ‘French, 0lad Bnqlish, and Latin vere :

f'each associated "with.cer+adn cqntexts and certain popuiatxons.

LEngYishk f*nally achieved dominant’  status in &1l domains, but“this .

achievement came about through cultural and sbcietal, rather than-

" leg2l,. fovceSQ In *the Urited S*ates as well, the status of English .

was achieved without official declaration.: The eiarly history of the .

-Uﬁlﬁé& States contains few instances of #tompts to restrizt the use

f her languages (with the exception o \the Amerfcan Indian
anguages). In fact, up to the.end of the'Civil War, the cOnited

'cta+e§ could well have been called a ‘multilingual societ}f Tovard the

% # #

end of the 19th century and into the early 20th;, many state laws were

passed restricting the use,of languages other than" English.

espe*iaiiv in educatinn. Twd reasons for this shift were the growing

terdency to regard the public school as an ins*titution to create a

- unified conforming citizenry, and the emergence. of “subversive

speech" as a crime commonly before the courts. In current: iiscnssions-
over the creation of”& fiational language policy, policy makers should-

- be guided less by a past of restrictive legislation ‘than by a sense_

- i
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f +he: h*s*orv behind that 1eg}siation. (JB’ L e
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Hithin the first dscade after pasiige of the Biiingusl !ducation Act

' of i§68 "national languige poticy" became a tdpic of debate lor thc U s. public.

4 ;Congrsss. tn sesessing the results-of 8, decade of federal funding of Bilingual

. /Jn“ .

o educition. vas asked to eonsider bilinguai educaiion ss part of a;general policy;

. i ‘.; A
,,,,, b fund other -octai-setvice

-settings._ The. Presidential Commission on Foreign tanguages and Internationai

Studies, fbrmed in. 1978. repeatedly heard the pubiic urge that it recommend a

comprehensive language poiicy for 1egislative considerationr The 1978 Executive

Order on Piain English set clear writing as a governmentai goal. - ﬁoﬁever. :

federai agency rulings and state iegisiation designed to make pubiic information '

.

| - S
availabie in cohesive,.clear, and conciee prose were difficult to implement

in the’ absence of a comprehensive officiai poiicy on how to judge ‘and accomplish

"plaid English." \ié each of these three cases, }response to piece—meai efforts

)

to choose and change the oral and written language has ied some citizens to caii,

for an official national 1anguage policy, one which would decide the status of
o

Engiish vis-a-vis other languages provide cstizens with standards for their

public ianguage, - .; : : T , a
| v - ﬂ*"'*

Those who think seriouslx about enactmen implementation, interpre-

tation, and enforcement of the lav or laws necessary to achieve Such a,poiicy

must, however, consider the history of how langnage status decisions have beenl

made in the United States.. ‘The legal history of legislative and judicial

decisions related to language in the United States 1s reviewed hereiin an effort

to ansver. the question of what has happenea in the past vhen Ianguage {ssues

- “

obtain a nationai ianguage policy are based on the Belief that it wiil diminish

discriminatioﬂ“gased on ianguage, it is therefore important ts know whether or -

‘not there have been past iegai efforts either to sanction“or to promote lin- -

guiatic discrimination. It is also critical for those capsidering a national
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languige policy today to have an hiotorical perspective on tho tntentions and y

principlcs roflected in any 1avs vhicﬁ may - have attempted to coutrol the ian-
guigo behavior of U. S. cititeus,'and to be abie to place these ljni in the

context of events-at the time of their passage ,j: S ;-? _,,7t,;,%h -

Iy

The; philosophical and legal heritage from Engiand'o history helped
1of1uence ianguage deciaions f the colonial end nationai history of the |

United States. fhus, for the origins of legal conaiderations of ianguage\in |

- .. _the United States, one must go back many centuries. The,story ;? language f,?ﬂ
status achievement for English since. the time of the Norman Conquest i? not a
) simple one, and there are many- reasons for the complexities of this history
D -Ags Initially, there is the problem of determining the situation in which to define
iithe terms status and English Each of these Has different d‘iinitions, depend-;

ing on the level of interaction at vhioh it is being viewed. For example,

seatusedetermination in the ianguage planning literature is usuaiiy taken to ,i?

mean decisions related to choice of official language for the nation 5 govern—

ment and pubjic affairs. However, in the history of English, there have been

a debates have centered around the status of English as a lsnguagé -

/ . ‘

to be spread to other nations, as well as within a single nation in competition

occasions wh

e | with other languages, such as French, Welsh or German. Status decisions h

’\

‘also’ been debated both for and at local, regional, and nationai levels on the-

choice of language to be used in business, educational, legal, and religious

1nstitutions. Distinctions have gometimes been made at the internationai

B Eitional, regional, and local levels between .the spread of Engliah in both the
. written and spoken channels or in only one of these channels. To further coti~
4 o ‘ o -
plicaté the determinatiﬁh of status, there have been diffe ent. conceptions of

B

‘K’ the tarm §ggl§§§: For some decision—makers, English has meant a generalized

- language form, without regard to its varieties.A For other decision—makers '
. M 1 . ;A'\

)|



" of Great Britain after 1066 the time of the Norman Conquest. After 1066

. . s j:
s
< - .
-Engliih has mcant only a standardi;od codified norm, legitiﬁitid through .

its litarary fom., ]

N f,,f' P Iheesff:ish naéEfEBEﬁdn z~ﬁ SR

This paper io an attempt to examine these different approaches to .

' detormining the stltus of English in the Hnited States and England But most

particularly in the United*States. Beath 1976a. a review ‘ of tBe language

, status achiev-ent of English in the British colonies of ﬁmerica, pointed out

that both decision-making~institutions and. processes were conceived in thé

. 01d World biit Born and nurtured in the Néo wbria (l97ﬁa) It 1s necéssary

therefore. to look briefly st vays in which English became the mother tongue, 2

ﬂ

>Norman French~became the §tandard language of Parliament and the courts, and

the mediuh of common- daily commnnication for- the upper\classes ‘and polite <

. society. /Latin oés the: ‘language of scholarship and Iegal writings English

b ’

.initialk reputed to have been relatively unknown among - the rulers, confinuéd .

s
° E

as the popular tongue of -the people}' The absence of any official status for

English ﬁelped provoke King Henry III s English Proclamation issued in 1558

The proclamation railed sgainst monoglot French speakers,but achieved nothing

~ . .

in giving English an improved status.‘ However, status promotion through in-

,ucreased ugse came about as poets, preachers, and sotie officials of the law _ -

heir deed.i In 1366 a poet justified translating his work into English by

noting: _" I R -
j fﬁi - zn.‘; . ‘ o | :

! ZI have normally read Frenc . verses everywhere here, it-is

' mostly done for the FEenchmnn--What is there for him who

knows no French? As. for the nation of England; it is an

Englishman who is usuaily there. It ought to be necessary

to speak mostly the speech that ofie can best get on with.

Seldom has ‘the English tongue by "any chance been praised

in- France, if we give everyone their own language, it seems ' L

o . B
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) t i _sre ;,doing them no. injury.’ I am spea ng to the
“English lcyman...i (translated from Cursor Hun in eottle,

\ . . O - .. )
. . ) .

L] . - N . . ;

L acroas claaaea. By the end of the fourteenth entury, ap increasing number of

legal and quasi-leg%l documents were vritten in Engiish 'though as yet, it had no_
official status for oral use in the courts. Engiish had become the mother tongue
T Tof Ehglishmen, the general ‘mother tongue of ali ciasses:' ‘French was the language

_.of artistic display, an evidence of iearuing and proper.social contacts. By the

end ‘of the Middie Engiiah period (1190-1500) English was the dominant- language'

Y

'_of Pariiament, English grammar vas. taught in schools, and Chaucer s Taies had

wideiy pubiicized if not entirely légitimated English as a literary 1anguage

\ « .
Few among the nobility knew French, and Anglo-Nbrman iiterature had been super-

' £\

[}

'seded by English writings. Except for higher education and ‘the law,: English. had

L

'achieved recognifion as the norm' in iiterary art, schools daily communication _ ~
a

5'56 English. Latin was the medium of universitiesz “In the courts,_the status

- of English for oral and written legai matte aried at different levels of .
legal action across the Middle and eariy Modegn English periods. By the end

.
of the thirteenth century, Law French (sometimes call Norman~French or French=-
iﬁormnn) was the undisputed oral language of the c;\IEE as well as'the code of

.6 - _iegni literature. Throughout the Middle English period, Frenéh predominated

*

e}

as the 1anguagé of the law.’ In the late thirteenth century, thé practice of
lav became a profession, and lawyers over the next{centuriea consistently .

;attempted to protect,tﬁi%ianguage -of their profession—-law French--from changes,.

JA i Toxt Provided by ERIC . ' -, ‘ R 6 . .




tha language of oral court proceedings at iocal levals.: In 1362. the Statute
" of Pleading declared that if the orai language of the cdurt remained French, L
tuthe people of the King 8 court had ' 'no knowledge or underatanding of that which
is said for them or against them" (36 Edward III. at. Ic. 15, cited in Hoidsiofth _
l§i§ 11, 477) Pariiament 8 growing influence and its use of dnglish spread the
notion of English as a language of legal-like situations, and by the<end of
" the fifteenth century, an increasing portion of the oral ianguage of courts
was English. Nevertheleas, pleadings (formal writings) remained in French but..
arguments at the bar could be carried out in English. By the sixteenth century,
written pleadings in the common law courts were written in Bnglish. The Chancery

Y.

law, or law of the Ghurch wvas in English though specialized terms from taw'

'.French were plentifui In 1656 Parliament paesed An Act turning?the Books of

: ever, struggles ensuing from the Act were Bitter lawyers resisted, the statute

5\was alternately validated and killed in shifts of political power during the.-
seventeenth century, Latin and French each made.intermittent gains in either L

. .

specialized acts of the court or the written law. ‘In 1731, an English-for-
lawyers lav vas passed which called for al\\gfoceedings in courts in Great ‘“,'
Britain to be "in the English tongue and language only, and not in Latin or

) ?Eeniﬁ or any other tongue or language whatsoever.... (cited from Records

in English, 1731, 4 Geo. 11, c. 26 in Mellinkoff, 1963:133-34). Major
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.nresistence to the shift :o English came’ “from tﬁose who feIt 1: made lcwyers“

;styles Sotﬁ Latin and txw French. English wvas the 1tngunge of Parlizment,
and though :here vere many diverse dielects tﬁtoughont England. :he tongue

f

of Englisﬁmen vas ciexriy English. The same was not cieerly :he case for’

L

other parts af Great Britiin Subjects 1n Whles and iteiznd were still
to be convinced Engiish vns the lansuage of Gféif Britain.. In the early .
sixteenth centu:y,‘ﬁenry VIII began an. attack on’ Irish custums, religion,

. liﬁig ind langpage; tgreinen:s drawn up between individuai Irishmen and -

names. to speek Engiish. and :niedopt "English habits and manner." The sane
efforts vere;ﬂirected tgainst Wales: ell legal pro:eedings were to be in 7
English, end offices fiiied by thoee who spoke Engiish (Bexth I976a. Nichols h

tical categories

a8 logical or quui-iogic-;t (‘Micheely1970) \In the Middle English period,

o . I \\ .,
LRAE ¥

) ""."17' . e

. 3:,»'; L \‘-,.,
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thc close connecttons bccwacn grlnmxr lnd linguign 1n use wnrc no: 6bscuri& :
! N .
tho toachins of grzmmar vas rcia:cd to relding. cxplnnation;.lnd criticism..

_——— R

nISI ot ﬁsasc and pronunciatton,tn an tdtliizid uorm. By the cigh:ecn:h

contuty. a lcemins fascinrtton with Itnsulsi. 3rimmat1ci1 corroctness. and
chnnscs 1n lansuasc was rcfiocted tn thu popnllr Ildia. Migazines condenneaﬂi ;;'
":hc povarty ot lnnsuagc suid to cttcunscrtbe thbught. and to promotc iﬁ%;{ xﬁ
proper behaviors lnd prejuﬂices. tanzuxge vas & popular :opic, lnd :he pages '

of fashionable uasazines>covcrcd :optcn rtngtns fram chemicai nomgncla:ure

o dialects aﬁa forcignisns in Engiish( Cf- Banes 19&0)

Ia conncction wi:ﬁ this popuixr nuppurt urging propricty i3 lansuage .j

* , ins:itutibﬁalize chc.ltanaards of speaking\fif' cidemy for regulating speecﬁ
vas propoaed consistently and enthuniasticxily between 1712 and 1800 by many\'”
: © © Sheridan, Lord Moaboddo, ana Dean Swift (Read 1938). Samuel Johnson's dic-;;; .

tionary became the 1nstrument if not the tnstitution vhichi"fixed" the ff‘ﬁ;i
SR

ccntuxy. arunn:r: 61 English emphcsizcd cotrect- .

Iznguage during this period. I: did so. vt:hou: suppcrt from a national '1}~i}f-j.

[

language academy, chough publieation and pramntion of Such a dittﬁgnary ] ‘f

vere vieved as major tasks offany prOposed xcxdzmy Hawever, hiﬁ official .
H

publicition of a dictionnry conn cbou:. such & vugk_ﬁi! not to be 5udgedfas ;"

dictltion of choicc to Enslisﬁmen.: Gnt préﬁéﬁeﬁi of the acadeny made this .

' . - : - ‘ N , s
L _ point ve:y clcar ;- SRS v .' ST / T
N : " ;7 3 !
Ll ...lcst you should chink tha: i wouid iﬁieavar to farcc Men by~ '

P ¥ Law to wrdte with Propriety and Corractdess of Style, I sust

¢ -, _ declare, that I mean only to- force thef“to spell with Uniformity....

and T can dot but esteem the Engiish tanguage to_be of such Con--

" sequence to Englishmen in generairthat "4 proper Act, for the Im-.

‘ : " provesmsnt and Preservation ofigt. would do Homor to an. English

i Parliament. -.(Observations dpon thl English language....l?SZ
citid in Read 1938 145-165) _ ‘ - ) .

‘ L - ; B \ Q A» 9




S |ust not bq tdréid By lew.in cheir ltnguage choices. rhe lecond il rhe )
convictian thet discernins cirizens will of rheir own velitian. -ike pro—

LT
%

L

P
o&:

Thie cowmpnr Eigﬁlishis two critical factors which Ehiiiéiiéfii. T

lenguese sterue ecﬁiiiiiint 'iﬁ Eﬁsland The firsr is rhe ‘view thir Englishmen .'

LI

per decisions about lenguage in order to do- honor to rheir ideu:iry In

Erposure to

© good models, srudy of mqnuels of speeking’ -and diligenr errention to preicribed

, grammer rules %ere beheviors wﬁich geve evidence of good eherac:er, rlere. iﬁd

3udgmenr. Rejection of a neriontl academy underscoted the view that echieve;

’ uent of status for the English language wes nor e matter for ?erliemenrary

) sratutes, but. rather one of individual choice for socixily-minded individuals.

o netionel norm. only o eretuces survive. Oue of :hese requires eruwu writs

Those born iato clesses or geographicel enviroumeuts vhich did ao: offer

<

exposure ro rhe srandard norms of language were to expose rhemselves to
dialect Failure ro make :his choicerlefr rhem open.ro charges~of defaming

or dawngrading rhe netion. end showing avidence of en absence of self-control

¢

failure to use logic and reason; and a lack of diligence in pursuit of good

- Today, 1a spire of. numerous: efforrs to make the srxrus of English official’

-

3.
ad incidenrel pepqrs to be in Enﬁ%isﬁ.che a:her requires setiors au Brirish

A

eshipa to heve a Enawledge of Enslish (Craun Wri:s to be in Eugltlh 1868,

31 & 32 Vict., C. 101._ s. 90 and Proﬁiﬁition of Engagement cf Selmen

Al

-

1906. cited 1in Hellinkoff 1963 6-5 )

.3
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The tchievement of the status of English in England came about not o

e

et

jtj”'ithrough stttute, hut'through culturai and societll”forces. Englilhﬁen did not
'*;-ioc itnguage as s iuitable overt instrument of control to be wielded by the

: ltete over its citizens$ In Englund in the years following the Norman Cbnquest,;
‘official rulings and ititﬁtéi did not estihlish Bnglish Engligh became\establiahed¢
-fithrough the choices of the popuietion, and in l/,ge_part Ehrough iti use by the

1iterary elite. Even vithin the law, mandates did not succeed entirely in remov- '

*ing Latfn and taw French from legal usage, either oral or uritten. The iaw §r°f28_q:

‘, sion worked to mmintsin the specialized ianguage of its profession, Because it

~ ¥ K}

'served certain needs and was appropriate for its institutions of iearning and

practice. There wasvno donBt, however, that Ehglishmen viewed Englt?h ‘as the

.,f”.

‘ iangusge whigh should be chosen by discerning citizens, snd that the English

1

7 1 'modeled by the upper ciasses a?d prescribed as correct in grammarvbooks shouldii
. L. n LT

;be used&by Engiish speakers. Those who did not. chooae either English or the'

)proper form of English left themselves open to criticism and, socigl excimsion. S
N ‘J“
‘ w

BANFEh 7: W
mv R

. N :g:.'
(N

choice J}éto regulate language through political decisions. Engiand extended

ﬂ, e United States inherited ‘the English reluctance to mandate language

:chis reluctance to legisiate choices for its own citizens to the indigenous of
its New Warld colonies (Heath 1976&2 Unlike leaders ofafhe Castilian empire in

New World, England's colonial administrators consistently failed §§ consider o
.language as the instrument of forced assimdiation. Language was viewed as some- ‘

-

thing chsnged through~exposure of speakers to sppropriate learning environments 2

and models, not through imposition of politicar force._ In short, for Englishmen,
the English lsnguage and - Ty , j , ST _fi; s V;E~ ”; '

3 * C sad

.-\‘3\'
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-fiite cuICure Vere the grent evenue by which peoﬁle ¢bu1d 1! they lo,cﬁoee,‘ .

'irrive e: velueble Enowledge. iozttei reesoning,,h: ecceptlb;eiyeye ofli

Y

2‘¢deucting one's 11:.4 end en edvancemen: in eociel etetue.

In Enslnhd, rhoee Born to weetth lcquired the prestigioue Iorm of tﬁe
'llngueie throush the conpeny they kIpEX In~zﬁe Unitod States colonins.

”ehoie vho obtained liﬁd end became piantets, or thoee vho beeeme weei:hy

; ;iiisﬁiviﬁ‘ ﬁii‘ 04 'n °ffici¢1 academy Bookx, models, ind Eiréﬁﬁsiiﬁéiii

_ were the stitus,}

through Bueiness opportunities, couid not eoﬁnt on, expoeure to insure pro-

pir langunge ehoice for their eous Some sent then to Enilind or the Concinent

to be educeted, chone wﬁo provtded :utortns for their sons here insisted

?

q-ently ﬁsed in Ensland Tﬁroughout ‘the Revolutionery period ‘and 1n tEe

students of grammar were reminded 1anguage was a mark of "breeding " (cf

Farish 1957 xvii) The lower ciafses hnd no sueh exposure or opportuni- ‘

ttes on an extended besis, since schoois vers relotively scarce until weii

'
v,

-7
*

{enriy nxtionnl hiq;ory, - "Engiish education" was ltressed end receicitranr

o JJ‘ .

and conpany, ueins conversationai partners ln,uodels. gbmen, though formaiiy /J

exciuded or negleited in 1nsti:utionni educxtional opportunities, w%ne

_'often judged especinlly edept at etudytug English lessons ind effectiveiy

vas achieved ii >’;” f

7flders !or English tn its. srxndard varieti; fﬁ iiiie :

’HﬂV;<E‘7

T
1o
t.

<.



(lnad 1936 iiiiﬁ £976c).‘ tn:tiid anh Wibst;: 5 tpeiio:, ;:tnn:rl.

!3.4 o! an Enzitah for tnlrica. Oftan lold 1n a tripicc packags contiin-
&;tﬁc

, -I,, aziiiii. mrthu p&todzcu- of div -

1ssun jf rccurriu: cauccrn (cf. rr.. 1938 172) -:; : :" K '_ ;
) tﬂ@ns the 1130;; dﬁbatcd in.chnsc pcriodicais .vas_ the relative stasd=

f? | - tng ot Eugitlh with t’ipcc: to the CIassicai 1nnguagcs xii i&&étﬁ'ESééigﬂf 7
- ) o 11“8“'8"-1 Biliniullilm and cven nui:iiinsuhitsn Gift praiscd and seen as.ﬁ

d-strxhii sails of iduca:ion and iii&éiiiion. -Ihough :here was a general

E-,j o tnfurmxcibﬁ ”6: available in Engiisﬁ thn push for an English education, often

 - dcfinid primarily in :crma of ics being offercd tn English lnd 1nc1uding héiv?
dbces at ipellingi grammar, ana ii:c:a:uref-was cousti:an: and firm English
le ricognized as. 'nanda:cd" by general usage across vocn:ions and uorkaday

situations in-tha public vorld. Yet myths have survived wh:ch suggest that
W ctthir Frcnch or German almos: Becama the na:iouni 1xnguxge.' o a

One ﬁyth hns promo:cd :hc iaen ‘that -only one vote kept. German from

- .
- .t

b.ing thc national laﬁiﬁiée 1n tha it:c ctgh:ecuch-cintury ligislature.
The accura:o history of this- ihcident known as che ”Muhlinberg legend" is
:hne F group of v1fsinia Germans rnqucs:td :hx: ‘some iaws of the Uhitid

;-3& —

States bc 1iiﬁ¢d in German as Hnii as Engiish. A congrassional cgmmittee
- ft?br.d thq proposal;-bu: when ;ha fasue cams to a House vots, it was rejected

7

@
bd\ )
i




~.-«.—, [ .

: 42 to 41. Frederick Augult ﬁuhlenberg.-a German-speaking Pennsylvanian may

<

- ‘have e{st the deciding vote. but congressionai recorda do not allov precise‘i

deterni nation of thi' (Heath 1977) Other Iegends; current_it both the time

 of the R Revolution and in the mtd-nineteenth century iuéééitéd that ?féﬁch would

become the 1ansuage of the United States.- Sir Herbert Crgft, a British etymolo-,'

‘.themaeives on England by rejectihg its laﬁguage and adopting that of Francd'(Croft

1797)‘ American and British journalists in the mid-nineteenth century, a period

) of extreme cultural insecurity for Americans. pieked up stories of the un-"

-~

certainty of Americazs about the dominance of their tongue over French or German

(cf Bristed 1855) owever, in apite of these myths portra)dn_g French German,

‘or Latin as the’ national tongue, there vas ever serious doubt about the issue,

. gational periods, theé question of the status of English reso1ved it if local

e

i

How then did English achieve its status’ In the colonial -and ea ly

community 1evels. as individuais chose the language most necessary to. economic _

survival and their own féiiéioﬁs and social goals. Institutio\h provided choices,

universities and coiieges initially emphasized the Classical ianguages as sub-

 tivism in tﬁe pubiic mi

jects of study, but provided the maiority of instruction in Engiish. In the ' 0
first half of ‘the nineteenth century. Engiish grammars and other writings on
language stressed 1anguage uses (rhetoric. conversation) and were-not nearly
§0 vehement on prescriﬁiﬁg correctﬁess as were similar types of material after

u-r—-v
v

the mid-century (Brake 1977) Webstery though today associated with prescrip-

-

’ urged-the descriptive approach to grammar which
vas Eifiécté? in numerous grammars of the early niﬁetEeﬁth°ééﬁEuf§£ '

Lot
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L
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. o ::grammar isebuilteiole;z ot the structure of uage....
’  Grammars are made to show the student what a language 1s—

not, how it ought to be. They are compiled for boys, in_

if' : schoola. rather than for men of science, who ought to quit

- , grammars which are the streams, and mount to the Boiirce of

vE _ T knowledge, the genuine construction of the langtage itself

(italica in the original) (Hebster 1798:6).
The_choice oflgnglish over other ianguages.ind a preferred norm of Enéiiéh‘usage vere
macters of faith in the prevalling good judgment among the U.S: citizenty. There

'ﬁiré; with tﬁe exception of American Indian policies. “few efforts to restrict .uses.

" of other ianguages. instead they were recognized as resources.; In addition. diver- ,

. ..,_'. - L8

u aity in ianguage structures and uses was seen as a valuable asset (Béath 1977) 'ln

'cities such as St. Louis. Cleveland. and New York people who were reluctant to
[ .

take their children out of work: to place them in schools vere offered bilingual

education or instruction in their mother tongue‘as incentive to school attendance
(Kluﬁini forthcoming; Tyaek 197&); Private-schools-tauiht'in'tﬁe language of those
groups which supported them (Kloss 1977:6—167) Authors of folkeliterature of the

7period aimost flaunted the dialect variation of the United States. By mid—century,

however, these vievs ve s tarting to shife. The United States began to look for
'ways of restricting variety. of. cutting back on the resources of language varieties
3 R

“in the United States, the drive‘for uniformity and conformity in speech which

reached its peak in the late nineteenth century had begun.: £%§m

o £
_Numerous historical events relatéd to language helped fuel the drive.

Webster company. Publicity for the dictiontry (and news coverage o questions

surrounding authorship, rights, and editions) put the book fully in the pubiic
‘ eye (e g A Gross Literary Fraud.. lBSé' Have We a National Standard’ 1854).

'l'he common school vas becoming an e.xpected institution across the country, com-

pulsory attendance laws were being debated in state 1E§i§iatures Urbanization

ventures, together for economic: reward in urban industries.

-

. f -




‘and speech were very differeﬁt from the idei!tsed norn of "Anerican" prompted

iideserid efforts 1ega1 and locial. to achieve Iinguistic unifornity and

v*; éﬁiidfiitya COmposition and grammar BooEs increasingly stressed Iearning to

: speak Engiish correctly and leaving aetde all other varieties. Ina aeeming
"search for order" (weibe 1967) vhich prevailed at the end of the centu:y%snd

jintc‘the next; state laws ccntrclling-the tesching cf foriign lsnguages snd the .

(Eeath'forthcoming 85; For all the power of precedent from Engiand and.habitﬁ

‘established during the first century of nationhood. Americans began to legislate

language in both the states and the territsries;f The histcry of- relations with
Puerto Rico, Hawaii, the Philippines, and the other territories of the United

States from the late nineteenth century tells the story of a'U.S. government

-intent on implanting English and diminishing the status of other languages as _

quickly as possibie:l Gontrary to the British moid and the seemingly estabiished
R EP
iﬁerican way, forces at the federai level wanted to mandate language status ‘and
choice for the €erritories. '§tate and local levels wanted to mandate language
: ' N

' - status and choice for theitr communities. Social iﬁstituticﬁs changed to reflect

the ‘new caﬁsérvatisn. Educational institutions fade it cleqr that lan} age use
[

vwas a mark of character; taste, inteliigence, and reason. /pfa society suddenly

\

———— & e ———  ————— e

’,

greater needs for being able to predict the behavior and thoughts of one's

neighbor. The choice of English i adherence to norms of correctness became

’
e

marks openly stressed as
— .
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B - S S o
) those of good Eitiiiﬁi;rgoéd tqe:ﬁctnl; and predictabls rationsal iiiiﬁbotl ’
- : : N .

(Piché 1977, Haack, forthcoming b). Legal statutes and cases, grammar
'\ texes, and'vecords of school boards and superincendents confirs this sHAZE -
= An society by the last decades of tha ninsteenth century. The fiidings may.

generally be summarized: o o o L '
y ' - S : v
\\

1) Until the std-nineteenth century, very Ew\;tipéii;ed restrictions

. oo the teaching or use of languages other than English existed.
° - Iha laaguage used in instruction vas not determined chrough
' political judgments, but in accord with the desires of

patents and the economic resources of state and local school

boxards. i . . , ) .
. . v B N <

2) Increasingly throughdut the latter balf of the o nateenth

century, English grammar and composition books and the -
e ' POpuUllr prass promoted the value of a standard English, and o
: the use of English by all citizens. These skills ware T
promoted as marks of "§663 American citizens." \\;‘ T o
anizations,

ey - - N L
;3 Hevestheless, the foraign language press, local org

’ aud private schools continued'usa of languages other than
Eaglish. Priyate and parochial schools in numercus states

taught in different languages, and some public school systems
. offered bilingual instruction across the curriculum. .
English vas continued in uumerous states.’ The practicé of

'4) The policy of publishing state laws in languages other thas .

the population had been initisted by the Constitutional Cos-

veation, which published its proceedings in English, German, and French. Q\
In states which did oot wish to pay for publicaticn of laws \
in other languages; state -legislators often reminded their
: fellow congressman that the foreign language press would take
" on this task and spara the statss the expensa. o

5) Baefors 1890, only three states (Comnecticut, Massachusatts,
and Rhode Island) required that English be the language ‘of
.instruction in the schools. In 1890, New York, and seven
wld=westarn states dandated instruction in English in private .
schools. In Wisconsin; opponents to ‘the rule were able to :
have the act repealed. |

6) In contradistinction to laws prohibiting the use of languages o !
n other than English for instructionm in schools, laws vers also
, .passed which prohibited .the teaching of other languages as
subjects. In the 1870's; soms mid-westarn states argied the

sconomic basis of laws prohibiting the teaching of foraign

languages; state educational funds should go to mora importaat

B . )
[]

1
L




\-’ " . instruction vere forgéjden on other grounds: knowledge of

1_ guaranteed by"ﬁhe Fourteenth Amendent &

. . . .
. .
X ) .
N . . _f . . PR s
LT o I -

tasks. During World War I, foroign languages as subjecto of

a foriign language v believed to be “clearly harmful.'?f T

A

It is somewhat ironic that in discussions of- Iinguage It:tus ichieve-

B . sty ] b

'lent, pointseseandeﬁelhove hive riceived\hhe greatest attention. Inrparficular;
. » '. o R '

'treltment of theALiu;v;ANicholsrcase (e.g. Teitelbaum and Hiller (l977])and the

. K R

' numerous considerationo of its effact on the rights of linguistic minorities have

~—

made nuch.of these earlier 1 restricting language rights. Hhat has often been

lost in the mass of commentaries regarding these laws tnd the court cases they
!

provoked is thit three Supreme Court caqes overturnedeallfthe ‘lower court rulinga

~ ot ’

_ 'f ' 'In Nebraska the Siman. Law of 1919 prohibited the teaching of foréign
linguages to children below the ninth grade. The purpose of the statute was

that’“the English language should be and become the mother tongue of children

'f chi&d who ‘had not yet psssed the eighth grade The v. S Suprene;Court~ruled'f

.0,7 v
in 1923 that the statute violated the Fourteenth Amendment Thé court declared

o~

Iowa and Ohio passed legislation aimilar to the Siman taw. The Towa.

'laﬁ‘réquiréd.that English be the medium of instruction in the schouls.5 Ohio

" also passed a liw"requiring.that English be the language ofrinstruction;-ind,Wénf

even fufther by declaring English t official 1anguage of the State 6

Nebraska reworked the Siman Law in an effort ‘to avoid eonstitutional conflicts

N

A 1922\0regon law provided that all children ages eight through fifteen

¢

had to attend public schools.9 One effect of this act was to deny instruction

» ¢ .
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1n languages other than Buglish iince instruction in Bthér 1angutgel hl%

. Seon aveilable in privste schools. waever. in 1925. the U 8. Supreme 3

jeﬁﬁft strﬂck down the law on the grounds that the;State had uo;genstlﬁ

power "to standardize its children Ey forcing them to.iccept iustruction

!ron public teachers only.;lo' The Stste s method of forcing assimilation
. B Poow o

was found in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment.

the subject of restrictive 1egialation.ﬁ The hct imposed fees. 1iuited

<

hours end restricted the tequired teacher's permit to ‘those who posses aed

" a good knowledge of English. In 1927 the H S. Supreme Court, noting that

the law would probably destroy the schools, ruled that thé law violated

. B

"the due process of law protections of the Constitution. Since haﬁaii vas

A\ ]

a territory rather than a State. the ruling made clear that the rights of

. ‘parents and students were protectaf’from acts by the Federal government as

. l.

ﬁéii as Bi‘the States. on the face of it. the B S. Supreme Court in thes

. has'2 Hore specificaily. whet forces have created and maintained the pubiic

C belief that throughout our past, English has had an official or quasi-

-'reason, and loyalty of cttizens who do not. speak "a civil tongue., The

f ’iai stetus somehow linked to. the nationai good, and institutions have

heeu ind are, there£ore, bound to promote fhe use and@teaching of good T : £

English in spEaking. reading,“and writing? Edwin.Newman attacks the logic,

\

:’

.,general citizenry is fe&rﬁu&\of bilingual ¢ education as a new di\isive force e ”

- " : .- >:'-'
A P ; ' ” - B R -
N o TS L : - ’ . ’ g\ S
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. 4a ruding, wrtttx\], lu! ipeaking English ate held np as new problm. problems _

~

Z,?

eitizens resent having to deal with in a pertod in which they see ell problems
u publfc problema to be oolved through :tncreased expenditures. In lhort, the
g

ooctnl&‘tuon of those';-vho cry out against these prdialans has led them to beiteve

,,,,,, i v )
that the current language sttuatf(» :Ls an aberration running counter to the past.

What fort:es. inteHect:uai and sociocultural, hiiié’iiroiiiﬁié& these beliefs?

T
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‘ : - x
) . Two iﬁch forces of the past half cantury are Juggested here. The. first :
Bf‘EhEie‘ii the role soEiety determined English shouid pjay in the curricuium and '
in thd jﬁdgiint of individualo. the second 1s the degree of intensity-of 1ega1
activitieo telated to abridging ‘the freedom of speech. . In many ways, the lecond :
- may be said to be inflﬁencéd by the 'first, but: the second was also fostered during
the period from l91§ through the 1950's by u fear of "the foreign element." haséd

prnmuy on the beiief that 1t did indeed threaten the naticn. .

During the period between 1860 and 1920, American society regarded the
puhlic ochool ‘as the institution to create a unified conforming citizenry. To
support the school in its efforts to organize the iinguiatic and cultura1 knowledge y
-and behavipr of U.S. citizens, an expanding network of training institutions.r ‘ -
publishing houses. and professional organizations developed. Acquisition of the use
and ippfi&iition of a standard Engiish became a primary,goal for young Americans in
the education.aystem ' The "right" language wvas both a fundamentai instrument and a
aéééaaif§ iymbol of Enowiedge and character. There is no scholarly study of the
intelleetual and sociaI history of the tenching of Englishfin'the United States.

Such a history does exist for England (Hathieson 1975), .and; its pages tell a story
fgof powerfui socialization of and by teachers- of Engiish similar to that of the U.s.
‘As 'preachers of cuiture" English teachers. have been and are. trained to pass on

PN

their suhject and dts related skills. with a strong sense of moral purpose. -

;,f . Texts and training programs have emphasized that learning English well Prepares

0

one for 1ife and for exhiBiting all manner of positive charattéristics. The . ji;‘
_goodness of the speech gives evidence of the goodness of the speaker English

teachers have claimed that ethics and aesthetics are transmitted through the

Mlaws of the language," and correct grammar has’ close connections with eorrect

‘
thinking" (Heath forthcomingk) Guardingcéne 8 use of language helps one guard

the opinions expressed Proper ianguage was identified in the American'mind.aé a

emi-patriotic s?mbol Since the late nineteepth century, these views have been

perpetuated, the present generation of American has been trainéd;in these views

'ls vere their teachers and their teachers Before them. /)//

. The aecond tpntributing factor to a general climate of opinion more

;,;réstrictiie in its approach to language than our national laws has béen

.
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'thn !ru cpuch R:tgn:ton of :ln past: f1fey yutt. Prior to i§i§; there

.mnttl; phlmmlnx and blhxv:l;cr by ptupaling the "clur and prcsent: dnnger" :

-
4'a”

.v-:.. tb: :11 i&EiﬁEi ii& iﬁii&iii. no rt::: tnindmidt cases in tha U, s

con::s. Wif. Eurtng the ve:y pcrtoa (1919-1925) 48 which states scrambled
 to pass. hws dmanding Eng];tsh only in their schools. at the ballo: Box. and. 7

as a requtrmn: for utplcsymn:. courts sencenced over 1 000 peopie t6

3‘11 tor ‘ds"“‘”‘ 'P"ch- In these cllil. PrOIicucionnlnd conviction .
v.n Sue& on the aotion of .tuchucu:m t.e:, visrdi vare said which

ua p.oph faar mghmg voui:d h]ppu. aichough no action ensued. The ip’éétii

pcopi;o uud udc :m aoctd:ty dtngu:uul. ;*'nﬁ thousands og/cuu which ucn:

to n'h:t 1n the pcrtod bccwun Borld wir I ind ths late 1950': hsd the supporc

8 gcntrd; prmﬁtng bcﬁc! in the ciunl rila:ionnhip bct:wun spuch and
avior: Justice Holnes u:up:id :o abjcc:ify this vicw of :he Tak Ent:vqnn

Yo

doctrins. ;qulﬁ:hi di:tsim of :he 1920's having to do wi:h spcech cricical

of n:tonﬁ poi;ictu emphagized the power of the stuc to Testrain free speech

b‘mst of t:x concern vtch :hc risk of crizas and disorder cnsuing from

, fptich (ng:hn: 1976: ch. 6 & 7)* Dicisiaui :hranzhéut the peried unrc based

) m m alien ianguage was seen u especially likely to fore—

+

t

ou the view that languige 13 a fmumz. or at least an mucmr , of bes -

-Wﬁ?; rm:rmingiy during ‘this’ piriod. the phrase %ad%e& cama to b. alien

teil radical bihxvtor. . ;
- Thass mst mndﬁni caus puk«l at th. sm\:im as the nu:l.on ex- = =

perienced. maivc tilt of :hn £orcign. the aJ.:Lcn. Un:il :hc hcc 1960'3. a L
}

. njor:t:y )Q :hou a:iad on subversive spesch chnrgn vare ci:h.: aliens or

{individuals I.tnkid vi:h falien clemn:s" of the socd.c:y.. R:.}a:ivnly few

First mnd:unt cases vaat to court {n the Vic: Nazm pro:es:s of ‘the late

J



R

Cos

. as 1nhnrcntiy tnapcc: in :nrns ot aB-orp:tnn tn:o :hn Annrican cuicurc.

iypcech

1960'-. pro:cn:nrs vers childrnn ot :ﬁn cn:tbit;hmln:. not !orcignc:s. :

Ih.y utrc Seez as tndtvtduili uho had gonc astray, bu: ibuld (cn& pfobtbiy
ibuld) -ﬂic EacE tn:o chc iiinn:rcan of. Ant:tcnn cul:uro u&ltﬁ. the A
dc!cndanca of caritnr c:lil. thnir spccc& vt- ub: :h:t 6£ forcignct:. aitu

. o~

Dicailpd a:gunnn:s rﬁliccd to. thc lcgai doc:rtni af frec apiccﬁ ca-cs nnd
thc rcla:ton of :htl doc:rinc to ianguaac conc:éni«ii éiﬁiftl are tcvttvid T
clscherc €Hllth lnd uindabach !or:hconﬁng). Hbit 1npor:ln: !br our put-_ e

§6iii'ﬁorc tn cwphiiis of chc tac: :htt ‘the cutrunt trcnd 1; icgai doc:rine ]

K ;ii to ctkn ccr:zin policical riaEs ia ordcr to 1nsurc trcadam of npccch* S

L3N . 1

y tron the past uiiitnsnisu of :hc cour:s\:o LTy inchoate-crime fr:

**f. .7'.

t:iumun:s luppozting this viiv u%&nt;in :hn: lxccdon of ’
iiiiéh ahnuid.hivc a prlfcrrca,poai:iou lmnug frcodoml bccausc ttcedom ofj
lpccch is s tﬁndamantal libctty,'ant nuccsilry to insure inﬂividuai seif-' “.;!-‘

expression and thn devclopmnné of tndivtduil potcntial. ngai dcc:rtne i. B { .

-~

iiiéi’%it HEerthy éra b noved :ownrd miking a ﬂi:m distinc:ian bu:ween‘

Bcitafidptniou xnd tormi otr”onduc:. butwacn ispresnion or communicztiou of,' Coey

N

1dess end action, In oduca:ioui nctsxcton the same tread vas reflaceed

+ 393 U. S 563 (1969) in which

the majori:y aectsiqn stated that- "s:ate*opera:ed achools o ) "i

y2

¢ .

nty ot ba incliVii 6f :o:ali:arixnisu. Schaal officials do no: poslcxs i/

tbloin:c :u:bari:y dvc: :Eeit atudcu:s" (T!nkar, P 739) ' The Coure = -~ ;":
, o T
tpccific:lly poin:c& out 616555165 ;: a ﬁay of cnhlncing :h. oduca:ionxi ~ '
jfaiiii. 1: < ’ ‘( i -. L i ,f- - . @
P - ) . At . . ) "’ ( “‘ ) A :
The N.:idnjnfggguggfdgpends upon 1na33rs tgg;ggdfggrbugh‘vidc ) S e
cxposuri to that robust exchange of iﬂi@éighggyid;xcovi:i truth N .

'out of a guititude of :bﬁgﬁés. rather :hggﬁ;yrough any kind of

auchoritarian selection’' (ggnker, supra; at 512; quoting ‘the . .
court's earlier statement if Keyishian V. ﬁéirdgofgggggg;s, 3BSIB et

5§9, (503, E1§67]) c . ;7 S
| e ’ SETTN ;“‘ ) °";' e ";

i



- i b i DR ST W TR, TR R R 10 1 7 . 7o 3P S e I
“ o L A T TS NS GHRNN

The Tiskar case snd athers make ¢ evidesc chat da taras of sebteriag

:dmttonﬂ; ttn. :iu urt tl uwﬁ:; tmrd phc}ng stiiu: uruo on t!iﬁ -

,v.

'»Sotnu tntwputd brouﬁy to prvvidi vhn :Tuitico x:;nd.u tart :ho f:l.nnl

o s __

= - ‘cm& of the lnnz—"c’c uki mam fgii to Aivdop th%: tacuiciu...., ' Whitgr_x 5
C wg. 273 U-S- 357 iE 375 [!927]). 'rhuo tnndl nnd ains seen to be B

' . in knpins vith those. apousod by cur:cnt proponcam of Suinsui-btcuimai o
i -aucutcn Doss this shife 1a 1.3:1 doce:m then' Fodo vell for a feturn to . .,

- T an ipptoc.tition and tolnianco of hﬁ'iﬁiii'dimsi:y? T

. Te anivier u No. In law,’ aoczun. ﬁ ‘illoninated s’y .Eiséaﬁ;; A
-_m:oucu rcvhv of thoa mm and cultuul con:u:t of cases ﬁiiiﬁg Ea do . s

liiri. ind thn uses and purpo:u of hii&ii.iie 1n .ducat:lon ‘makes us avare %ﬁ” ;'.
-1t is implistic to dcﬁ.no t:h. status of Engliali :o&ay tn terms of ouly" :he

aver. his{};\hclpl us tecognizo t:ho power of sociai“ nna economic ci:cum—- .

stancos vhich fotcud the dtuzic sb.:l.fts in ut:itude wﬁich occurred in the

L

tho ninnﬁﬁinch cnnt:uw and ﬁxit half. of . :he twentietﬁ. Feu' of a "foreign

| threat” vas f.d by tacﬁn m:-nse coupeti:ion f.or ‘aconomic survtva;t and

e -obilit?. lnd ’:\To’ World Wn-s. ‘ro unﬂy confom semed iogic&t mwets,
an:i to do 80 :hrwgh cppt:ol by fotco of hw became a stta:egy of state md o
loal gonciﬁiahrp. L: tho !Qdotal }.cni, these. stra:egiu to tes:rtc: 'S

[
o
h:&\




. cuffiitii has 1itt1e legal aupport., Repreaaion of languise% othir thgn
el

!ngliuh aud abrtdgnent of freedom of apeech have little legal ianctioan -

f%; o !et -lny 1insutlttc ntnorittes. and some educatora ‘and aocial )
iciintiiti argue there is repression; The 1ega1 hiltory. Eowever. does
o "not show that thii,repreeiion bisﬁ;~basis in law as;for euanpie; denial of "
. the el rights of Blacks did before the landmark e of thé.ESGii‘E'/ It

"  has not been tﬁe 1aw which has repressed linguige diveriity. but loctety./-

’ .

Therefore, the current lhi;ﬁ‘in 1ega1 doctrine cannot be expected to be of
much hhlp in promoting biiinguai—bicuitural aiﬁq\in the oociety. Observers “'
of American society since Toquevtiie have noted ‘the. Lmerican tendency to,
conformity, to ask the question "what is. expected of us?" Inatitutions have,

L tended to move further than the law and to maintain that what ts expected is

e B e o

LavsrperCeived as vioiating basic national values, i. e restricting basic freedoms, ’

‘can be contested as unconstitutionai, to contest unwritten 1aws or norms_of /

behavior—is mich more difficult. We are left then with the biatorical fact
- that where there has been no policy, society has created an unwritten Apoiicy
which 1is Ehe legacy of Bnglish history 'One observer has assessed the U S. B
faiiure ‘to enact,a specific 1anguage policy as "one of hiatory g little ironies
and auggested "no poiygiot empire of the o1d world has dired to be as ruthless
in imposing a aingle Ianguage-upon_its_whoie population as was}thé liberal
republic dedicated to the proposition that all men are created~eﬁuai“'éjohn§on .

1949:118-119). The absence of . compulaion has been an indirect'coﬁﬁuiéion Ear

s

, . .. N &
Aruitoxt provia c . . N . L4
. S . v R .
o ¢ .




: A chin'c'is for sociceconomic noBii;ity and valustionau good citizens. " And they :

have not Bad even’ "the inner consoist-on of feelinz thlt they detisd tyrannous !

euthority" (Johnson 1969'119) B i _; . .Y‘T I ', R L

in‘tts early period the U S. vslued diversity of lsnsusse and nain-kgt

: tstned the English legal custom of not regulating‘language officialiy or

denyins personal liberties in lansuage.‘ waever; the 1ste nineccenth century

. gave rise to promotion of a nonolinguah tradition snd emphnsip on staﬁdstd , }

ﬁsity which had characterized the esrly national history declined sharply. ”dﬁ;é
:}English-only, standsrd-English-prefarred, policy was institutionalized thongh A»A
}_g{,_:ﬁé,‘f“ not Iegalized Thus the status of English in the’ U S. today is bsaed not only:‘f
8 on the British custot of no.lesal restrictions on 1an3uage, but slso ‘on ‘an -

o

intolerance to linguistic diversity akin. to that which hts been prevalent

'}throughout British history. A recent study of langusge attitudes in Hésternized
A'n:’ions of the worid concluded that only the British still use accent to judge
'an iidividual's standing in the community (cf Fowler 1965) The British main* '

o Vtain__ chauvinistic and exclusionist pride in their language and its standard .

norm. | In America, a society which has historically disciaimed clsss distinc~;
tions), linguistic snohbishness is perhaps more subtly transmitted than it 15 in
Enf and, but it persists nevertheless, and it persists as the najor founda~

tion of .the status of English here. If the status of - English had been achieved

o’

through 1aw, methods of changing\that status would be clear-cut. But the

" vision of English 80" widespread today is the result of our past, not. our history.

J.H. Plumb, the Pritish his orian, hds suggested a distinction between
history and the past él§565 Histor is a discovery ff’de : | through

;7 ;\

\ historians attempt;to 1earn the human story ‘in its own terms and pot for the

sustenance of institutions, iociéties, or national images As distinguishéd




;!ton hietory. Eﬁi iiit ie a creetion keenly linied iﬁfhﬁﬁiﬁ,éonicioosneii'-

EER -1 o . S
: _'with a iihii of the !uture. with l sense o! aeetiny. In this. aiiiﬁic‘fiahien; -

7_ the past 10 creatid aad recreated in the oervice of religion. norelity, or the

"f;iiaciify of. 1n.t1tugion'. ehr lenguase pllt-—ee oppoeed ‘to our 1anguase hiatory-

1;hii been uaed to provide norel 1eseoﬁa, to support current inxges of cultural
7,_needo. ind to charecterise tbe netional peet in ternm of a homogeneity in values,_
‘:Aioila, and ixoeréencee. Thit past ie still being used to dictete both'haw speech

. counhnitiee ihould epeaE ena what thay ehould believe ebont what their speech

" can- do

That g :IJ ma’ be:lng invo ked to gupport & national language poliey

"vithout consideration of the iatogz of the treatment of language in federal

i ';ﬁilaw. Any proposal for a netional language policy must be recognized as a

Y ﬁ*ffdecision to create laws to- control an area of behsvior never before nnder

feaeral control. It ia difficult to predict either pnblic response to snch a

.law or to the expenses involved in implementing and enforcing the shifts in R

structure and oractices of institutions which will be necessary for conformity

‘to auch laws.' Societal resistance could take the form of a severe backlash

.

against ethnic and linguistic dtversities. Ve know 1ttle about the differences.

' between responses to federal enti—discriminat%bn laws which are reversala or

‘alterations of earlier laws (e.8:> the civil Rights Iegislation of the 1960 s)

’ and ;esponaes to laws newly created to control,an area of behavior hitherto
'";;fnet covered in federal %aw._ To be sure, rééioﬁsés vill differ in accordance ‘

’ uﬁth the clarity of definitiona of the categories of the discriminated, 1. e.,

tace; sex, age, nationality. Laws prohibiting discrimination on these bases .

" pave not had to deal extensively vith 1ssues of deftnition. In the case of

Ry

| giinﬁﬁige as & besia of discriminetion, however, neither it nor its standards

" can bi clearly epecifie& Dialect differences merge into 1anguage differéﬁcésg

cf

g
~¥



'and the ltandirdi of clt:ity tu 1nngunzc G:Ei grcntiy fron oftuation to

litultion. - 4 . R : ‘- S R
‘ i : : ‘ :

S lor the create& past as the balii of. deciiion-uxkiug in 1tnauasc planning

" todly., Btltory naEes us "lee thinss as they iccuilly wutc. tnd from this

itﬁdy to formullce procesaes of o6éia1 change acceptable on hiitortcti grounds.;;;“;

(Pluﬁb 197Q 137)-1 challenge tu our currenc assessment of the otitus of Engiish

o dn the United States, . o : - } |

=
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